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A. 


on Jersey State Bar Examinations 


Counsellors, April, 1945 


Mr. A. conducted business in New Jersey on a large scale for 
several years and deliberately defaulted, during all that time, 
in payment to the State of New Jersey of unemployment com- 
pensation taxes. Before collection proceedings were instituted, 
Mr. A. moved to the State of New York, where he continues to 
do an apparently successful business. How, if at all, can the 
State of New Jersey collect the unpaid taxes? 

Assume that the New Jersey Legislature, having established a 
classification of cities which comprehended only Newark and 
Jersey City as first class cities, passed an act authorizing first 
class cities, other than Jersey City, to give exemption from 
personal property taxation, up to 50%, to any corporation 
which should thereafter expend $200,000 or more in new or 
additional plant facilities within the city limits. Assume that 
Newark then passed an ordinance pursuant to the statute, 


and that X. Corp. was thereby induced to expend, and did 
expend, over $200,000 in plant construction. X. Corp. now ap- 


plies for tax exemption. How would you advise the assessor? 
xX. Company, incorporated and doing business in New Jersey, 
issued its 20-year bonds, and agreed with all holders to pay 
interest of $40 a year on each $1,000 bond. Thereafter, the 
State Legislature imposed a tax of 1% on the receipt of bond 
interest, and directed that the amount of tax be withheld by 
the obligor. X. Company withheld from bondholders, includ- 
ing A., of Newark, and B., of Plainfield; and A. and B. have 
ituted suits against X. Company on the contract for the 
amounts withheld. Should they, or either of them, succeed? 
Senator A. of Essex advocate passage of a bill providing that 
the surviving husband or wife of a decedent be entitled to 
receive a full one-third share of all property of the decedent 
remaining after payment of debts and administration expens- 
es. How would Senator A’s bill change existing law? How 
would you vote on the bill, and why would you so vote? 

T., by his last will and testament, devised his home to his 
daughter D-1, and beaueathed $5,000 to his daughter D-2. E. 
qualified as executor, and then neglected the duties of admin- 
istration for two years, after which time the two daughters, 
and C., a creditor of testator, demanded action. D-1 wanted 
the keys to the house; D-2 wanted $5,000 together with inter- 
est thereon at 6% per annum from the date of testator’s 
death; and C. insisted upon being paid, and called upon T., 
since other resources were insufficient, to take proceedings 
for sale of real estate. Discuss briefly these demands. 

A.’s property was subject to a past-due mortgage for $3,000 
held by the Home Savings Bank. The mortgage contained 
provision for semi-annual payments of interest at the rate 
of 5% per annum. A’s friend, F., loaned A. $3,000 on A’s note, 
payable in three years “with interest at 3%”, secured by as- 
signment of the mortgage. Home Savings Bank, on receipt of 
payment of $3,000 and accrued interest, obligingly assigned 
the mortgage to F. Some months later, A. refused to pay F. 


inst 


any interest until maturity of the note, and F. immediately 
instituted suit to foreclose the mortgage. What would you 
advise A. to do? 


Smith’s car, driven by Smith, went on Jones’ land and caused 
injury to Jones’ automobile which was parked in the drive- 
way. Jones sued Smith for the damage. The evidence showed 
clearly that the damage directly resulted from the fact that 
Smith was unforeseeably afflicted with an attack of epilepsy. 
There was some evidence that this attack occurred before 
Smith drove upon Jones’ land, and there was other evidence 
that the attack occurred after Smith had driven on Jones’ 
land for the apparent purpose of making a short cut to 
Smith’s home. Should the issue of liability, over objection of 
Smith’s attorney, go to the jury? 

O’s valuable watch was successively lost by O., found by F., 
lost by F. and found by G. Thereafter, G. left the watch with 
J., jeweler, for minor repairs, and the watch was badly dam- 
aged, through J’s negligence, by contact with a destructive 
acid. F. somehow heard about what had happened, and insti- 
tuted suit against J., without prior notice or demand, for the 
full value of the watch. What would you advise J. to do? 

One evening A. walked over to visit and play chess with his 
friend B., who lived in the next block. In conversation after 
the game, they arranged a sale of A’s Chevrolet car, and both 
signed copies of a written contract reading—“A sells to B., and 
B. buys from A., for $650, A’s 1939 Chevrolet car.” There was 
no payment or delivery, and neither friend heard further 
from the other until, at the end of a week, A was served with 
summons and complaint in B’s action for breach of the con- 
tract. A’s lawyer, an eminent authority, prepared to defend 
on two grounds. What were they? 

B. lost confidence after instituting the action mentioned in 
the preceding question, and entered a discontinuance (which 
was without prejudice). B. then called upon A. and suggested 
that they go through with the original deal. A. was willing 
to take the proffered $650 ,but he told B. that B. could get the 
car only by calling for it at a garage in another city ten miles 
away. B. refused to go for the car, and started another action 
for breach of the contract. What advice would A’s lawyer (the 
same eminent authority) give to A.? 

When A’s mortgage on B’s land fell due, A. wrote B. promising 
to reduce the rate of interest from 6% to 4% per annum ang 
to extend the mortgage for three years. B. made no promise, 





put acknowledged A’s letter with thanks, and proceeded to” 
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thousand dollars ap- 
as above and requires 
either among the 
ur other residuary legatees or 
ig testatrix’ next of kin as 
testacy. If the former, then 
1 the case of the spec- 
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the testatrix’ inclu- 
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if Mrs. Potter becomes sur- 
1€ re, presum- | plusage, since, if 
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title service. 
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was her in- 
have 
imply effectuated by 
specific legacy ‘“‘to 
en- 
amount 


residuary | 


.| tion, not stated in words, rather 
than what is admitted to be the 
prime purpose of the statute, 
i.e., that protection of the close 
relatives of a legatee whg died 
| “during the life of the testator.” 
;Of course, since the law is made 
man for the law, it 





stator in for man, not 
1246. Section 22). as above, of its|is generally desirable, in case of 
short, the conten-|ambiguity in the meaning of 
acove issue was statute does not | words by the man on the 
+h in the case of Murphy he words of testa- | street. ve such doubt in 
n, 53 N. J. E. 406, it is| to th fic legacy to | accord intent of the 
t the consideration of ter rplusage. |man o t rather than in 


accord 


ficiality 


fine-spun arti- 


profession. 








In addition, this protection of 
the named legatee’s descendants 
is equally essential whether the 
legatee died during that portion 
)f testator’s life, which preceded 
his making the will, or during 
that portion of his life which 
succeeded his making the will. 
In fact, this contention as to 
such differentiation, based as it 
on the time of making the 
will, disregards the basic ambu- 
latory character of wills which 
makes the date of death the im- 
factor. That being so, as 
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een portant 
S atives of the | <j force, | 1 as the beneficiary’s death 
a 1 legate Murphy r leg- rred previous to the testa- 
yn, ra: Beardsley v. if Mrs.|tor’s death, the legal result 
= " EO. _ - ~ . , 
N. J. E. 58; Winter v. |p s, as|Should be the same in order to 
er > . ~y | . . + 
; 6. This purpose of |}effectuate the intention of the 
a, were in, it would certainl y have been | ute egaraiess Ol whethe 
‘ C id natu! de tl l ed 
C iid ) l nt 
to ha nen ne will was made 
1 - |See similarly Varick v. Smith, 69 
- - |N. J. E. 505-512 
yi - 
any i ee q 
s In re Wintermute, 97 J 
; 2389. And it hs ilready been 
; © a d tl itor made 
IL lS O Dy 
3 Wil W 1, the issue 
a iiiil> I on € ator 
i ti xecuted his will took thereun- 
estatr der. Outcalt v. Outcalt, 42 N. J. E. 
l ques re d 900. Surely the same rule should 
S ro- or >) i ly |apply whether testator’s intent, 
S 4 Mir c S } ch const? aen DO Stance was 
: S 1 = f t} s contra 0 jactual, as the will, or pre- 
f d. were f 1e testatrix in |S¥med, as in the statute. 
Dp ale. Su f rr whi the itute in Indeed, the Dildine case, su- 
Court eaeeaitht s regard s well as | Pra, adds a further reason, from 
similar pro- prime purpose—|'"e Aistorical standpoint, to 
he will involved in F f the close rela- | >” yw Nat the legisiative intent 
Dildine v. Dildine, 32 e named legates yf the statu question was 
- - cae hie srsaet | t protect the close relatives f | 
a ee The only reason advanced Aye allege cages 
ffectuate suc! 13 rd he named legatee who pre-de- 
¢ 5 rae: eased testatrix, regardless of 
Dp S ©s ule S DeCauUSeE + 1] + +} } 
: t particular time they died. 
f the techni al common law], os 
. For as noted, the Court was 
JET WE oid ind i } 7 } 
* -ompelled the Dildine case to | 
Tha ag y late testator’s actual intent, 
he atute does 1 ex- |, oe: a nny : 4 
Pe _ {due to the statute’s omission to | 
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a few jy 
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1887. It is 
assume that 
the to 
form, 


this very point 


amendment of 
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his amendment of act 








ubstantially i present 

so closely follov the publica- 
yn of the Dildine opinion, was 
yx the purpose of remedying 
he situation in that case. Yet, in 





testator’s 
and Abigail, 
the will was 


case “the 
. Martha 
were dead when 
made.’ Dildine v. Dildine, at 
page 80.) In other words, the 
history of the situation shows 
that the legislature intended the 
present act to apply to the sit- 
uation in the case at bar. 
Turning to authorities 
elsewhere, we find the greater 
weight supports the same con- 
elusion. While California, Mary- 
land, Oklahoma and South Car- 
olina are to the contrary, Illi- 
nois, Iowa, Maine, Massachus- 
etts, Missouri, Virginia and 
Rhode Island are in accord, 
Rhode Island in having 





the 


fact 
changed from the contrary rule. 
Compare Windsor v. Brown, 136 
Atl. 434 (Rhode Island) with 
Almy v. Jones, 21 Atl. 616 (Rhode 
Island); Page, Wills, Third Edi- 
tion, Vol. 4, Sec. 1434, p. 203; 
Lewis v. Corbin, 81 N. E. 248 
(Mass.). Moreover, the courts of 
England, for which our courts 
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‘Counsellors’ Examinations 
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_ 


~ 


i 


~I 


1090 


== 
pay interest at 4% for a year. Shortly after the end of the 
year, A. announced that nothing had happened to change the 
maturity date and that B. was in default both as to principal 
and as to a balance of interest. Discuss the rights of the 
parties. 
A. and B. entered into a written contract whereby A. prom- 
ised to pay B. $10,000 and B. agreed, in consideration therefor, 
to build a house in size according to attached plans, out of 
brick or wood or such other material as the parties might 
mutually agree upon. Subsequently A. refused to specify any 
material or to approve any material suggested by B. Discuss 
the legal rights. 
A., intending to act for P., and as authorized by P., made a 
contract with M. in A’s own name, without any reference to 
the fact of P’s interest. Thereafter, a money claim accrued 
against M. under the contract, and P. instituted an action 
against M. for the amount. Can P. recover in either or both of 
the following situations: 

(1) where M. Knew from outside sources at the time the con- 
tract was made that A. was acting for someone else, but 
did not know, until served with process in the action, that 
A. was acting for P., and 

2) where M. believed, until served with process, that A. 
acting only for himself? 

For some reason, M., when faced with the action mentioned 

in the preceding question, decided not to contest his liability 

to P., except to the extent of interposing a counterclaim based 
upon an overdue promissory note which M. had received from 

A. in a transaction entirely unrelated to the contract. Should 

M. be allowed to prove his counterclaim in either or both of 

the situations mentioned in the preceding question? 


was 





What is the (1) a person who endorses a negotiable 
instrument jualification, and (2) an agent who ne- 
gotiates a trument without endorsement? 

A., a re received and accepted an order of B 
for 100 to f ¢ $15 a ton to be supplied through the win- 
f tl rdere y B. B. then executed and delivered his 
ron ory ( 51,500, which A. discounted with the X 
( Compa value d before ma ty, resenting 

) be ) ( ed payment for good ld and deliver- 

i ular rse dusine A. failed to make any deliv- 

, and B., sued o ote by X. Credit Compa leads 
failure conside1 yn. Who should succeed in the suit? 

A. died testate, leaving | entire estate, consi y of 10 shares 
f ck in the X Company, a corporation of New Jersey, and 
i savings account of $3,500 in a Newark savings bank, to his 
wido and naming her as executrix to serve without bond. 

Outline the procedure to be followed in obtaining letters and 
se x the estate. 

A will bearing an attestation clause in proper form was the 


n 
subject of probate proceedings in the Orphans Court. Testi- 
mony disclosed that the testator signed the paper and de- 
clared to be his will in the presence of one witness; that 
the witness then signed as such in the presence of the test- 
that thereafter and while testator and the first witness 
were still together, the second witness came in, and testator 
exhibited the paper to him, proclaiming it as testator’s will, 
and asked him to witness and that the second witness 
thereupon subscribed the attestation clause as witness, in the 
presence of the deceased and of the first witness. Should the 
will be admitted to probate? 

X., your client, presents to you a will made by his deceased 
father, in which will the son, X., is named as sole legatee. The 


ator; 


will contains an attestation clause and is subscribed by two 
witnesses, 


If 


both of whom are dead. May the will be probated? 
so, by whom? What proof will be required? 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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Responsibility 
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financial responsibility. Your client’s inter- 
ests will be secured. 


Sometimes the mistakes of a relative or 
friend are overlooked. Your client would 
not hesitate to hold this bank to full respon- 
sibility. That means better working relations 
for client and counsel alike. 
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THURSDAY, MAY, 3, 1945 


THE IMPEACHMENT OF LOWER COURT JUDGES 








In the matter of impeachments, the United S and 
of the states have retained and, until recent years, accepted th 
little question the familiar cumbersome pra Engiand 
which, a century ago, fell into desuetude there. Perhaps the Jud- 
icial Commission now preparing an amendment to the Judicial 
Article of the State Constitution, which de: with impeachment 
will give their attention to the matt 

In March 1945 the New York Legis e ado} ylu 
proposing a constitutional amendment providin idditiona, 
method for the impeachment of jud : C 
of Appeals. The tribunal set up by the amendme: consist of | 
the Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals (or anothe nember of 
that court designated by him) and of two justices from the Appel- 
late Division of each of the four deps irtmen ts exc t whicl 
the accused is serving. The charges are » be ) € 
Governor; and to convict, a vote of five out of the seve require 

The Hendrickson Commission in 1942 prop 
of good behavior, with respect to ju ) 
triable by the Senate and, with resp: 
judiciary of the state, it be triable by the hig! ourt. This 
harks back to one of the interesting con ) d 
country, a draft of a constitution made by T fT 


June 1776 while he 1 il n I 
the Declaration « Independen 


Under th 


Virginia, first sketched out 
tinental Congress poy 
and later completed in J 


on 


1783 


ull¢ 





judges “hold their offices during good behavior or the existences 
their courts. For breach of good behavior they sh e tried 
cording to the laws of the land before the Cou \ S 
shall be judges of the fact as well as of the la ds 





gh bre required for conviction. To 


Court of Appeals or to impeach other de ite ) i 
ing a sais (by the bye, Congressmen and ator é 
held not to be “civil officers” unde: Ne J 


Federal 1 


Constitutions, are not impeachable), Jeffer 


= gg menrey ae of nine members, three to be ( 
cil, three from the Legislature and three from th S 

to be preferred by either the Governor, the Cou 

Houses of the Legislature or any of the superio $ 


In 1937 Rep. Hatton Sumners introduce 
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Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 





Editor, Law Journal 
Sir: 
Before 
world’s 
his 


New Jersey 


the 
Hitle and 
stand con- 
murder 
millions of men, and 
the enslavement and 
degredation milli 
and the starvation, tor- 
and fiendish slaughter of 
still more mi the war 
prison and 
camps of the Nazi 
ilized world resolved 


of 


Sal 
i 


the tribunal 
conscience 
already 
wanton 


women 


vane 


of the 


foul of ons 
more; 
ure 
llions in 
concentration 


s 





the guilty wretches be brought | 
to a sure and swift justice. The 
statesmen and jurists are con- 
‘erned only with the problem 
»f procedure. To the on of 
this difficult problen Law 
Jour! l makes ac ] 























ed att 
igeance Th 
ned and ma 
¢ res t the pi ] 
torial board and also the k- 
ing of he legal professio yn 
tn e ) I 1d 1¢ I 
den ! ts the iews 
even oO st part of the 
1 ) l€ i rs I I 
1 
Id ¢ 
d ct 
LDe 
di shi 
} nN al hat 
di "lal Fit 
U ted Nat 
) 0d f 7 
d Y itie 
define the war c é nd pro- 
de rr the procedur r € 
A ] ~ f 
atlor Ke r lt 
di yY d The 
United Nations forty- 
x sovere ties, including Iran 
Saudi-Arabia, Eg nd other 
whi wel ind s ! ro- 
| Na } sympathies. It 
does ik h in - 
a ) € 1¢€ parade 
1s oO D\ f 
u i ea "0 ld f £ 
atific f all se na- 
at e plan prop S i 
rst Y. iverieved y 
SI l nake m il S » a 
u nd 










the House of Repr esel itives, dealing with Fed ages 

than those of the Supreme Court and providing a hod, s 

mentary to that of impeachment under the Cons ti f 

trial of the issue of good behavior. The Cons does trit 

clare that impeachment shall be the sole rd en n » do to maintain ; 

judges. Under Sumner'’s bill the House by reso ) an| peace. To t f 
inquiry into the conduct of a judge and appoint vho | jurisdiction 

must try the accused in the locality where he is sitting (so that|and try the 1- 
witnesses need not journey from there to Washin Quite pat-/sures only one certain result 
ently Congress has not the time, even if it had the compe cy,|an endless delay in bringing the 
to deal with offenses that may be committed b e army of judges} war criminals to book. And fi- 





now sitting in the Federal Courts. In fact said here 
have been but eleven impeachment trials before ie United States 
Senate in its history, of which only three have resulted 4 con- 
viction. 

Jefferson’s phrase “breach of good behavior” sufficie 





scribes the offense which should lead to the ouster of a 
general civil officers should not be impeached except 

bribery or other high crimes and misdemean 
the Federal Constitution or for “misdemeanor in 





treason 
2] 


proviaea 


as provided 


rs as 


fc 
L ULLICE 





in the State Constitution; but a judge should be removed not merely 
for technical crimes but for such an offense as was suggested in 
a recent New York case—the incurring of an oblig to a no- 


h 





More- 
Jeffer- 


torious criminal or an habitual consorting with ls 
over, where judges hold their offices during good 
son’s phrase ties in with their appointments 

The Senate and the lower house are not 
an impeachment proceeding. Call the Se 
peachment as the State Constitution does, apply proceed- 
ing judicial terminology and you still have a political assemblage 
which has an eye somewhat to the exculpation of those in political 
favor and the punishment of those in political disfavor—a of 
punishment which led to the abolishment of bills of attainder in 
this country. As Sumners has emphasized, ators wander in and 
out of impeachment proceedings in a manner which, if adopted by 
a jury or a court, would make a mockery of justice. It is far more 
just that lower court judges be subject to ouster in any of the 
methods above proposed. ; 
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beh avior, 


fied for 


happily 
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nally t wor 


see 1e V1S- 
ion of due process” in the pro- 
secution of the war crimin 
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lofty. But what it really m 
S if everything else 
he foul fiends who 

little children to death as a 


measure will have one 
trump card - a plea that the in 


dictment against them is based 
upon ex post facto laws and 
treaties. And a consideration 
for due process will compel their 
discharge 

This is the triumph of law 


and justice that the author of | 
the editorial envisions and/| 
cloaks with the apparent auth- | 
ority of Mr. Justice Jackson’s 
speech before the American So- 
ciety of International Law. Jus- 
tice Jackson gives to this plan 
no authority. What he said in 
his speech was directly contrary. 
I quote from the speech as re- 
ported in Arthur Krock’s col- 


Reich. The 


that | 





Testimonial Dinner to the 
Honorable Herbert 
Wednesday evening, May 9th, 


1945, at 6:30 P. M., at Richard’s 





| ton Pike, west of Rainbow Lake. 
|Reservation $1.50. 
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risk of creating a myth of 
martyrdom among country- 
men of these criminals, they 
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ld military | 
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f judicial pro- 
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ordinary 
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5 Faith —_ 
good faith ne 





by 
and 
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There 
of a war 
ishment 
determined. 

be disrespect 
law, including 
tional code by which 
world should be guided.” 
The free peoples of the world 
must bring the perpetrators of 
i\Warsaw, Rotterdam, Lidice. 
|Lublin and Buchenwald to swift 
j}and stern punishment or them- 
selves stand recorded in history | 


problem 
existing law. as 
are. * 
need for a tr 
whose pun- 
previously 
would 
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crimes. 
Respectfully, 
Joseph Kraemer 
the bill. His explanation: “I dis- 
cussed this bill with a number 
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. . 
Counsellors’ Examinations Suggest World Court Pass 
. 
the Bar (Continued from page 3) On Every Dispute 
ti 7.Je4. became trustee of certain securities which had been previ-|Great Benefits Thus to Be 
" _: Mously pledged by the settlor to a bank. To prevent a sale of | Gained though World ‘Won't 
: aa vurities by the bank, A. borrowed $5,000 from B. and Insist Rulings Be Enforced 
, a note for that sum signed “A., as trustee, but not in- a 
3 jally”. A. paid the money so borrowed to the bank and| Washington 
ned the securities. Thereafter, in breach of the trust,| ternational disputes should be 
aiority ulated with the securities and lost them. What is A’s|Submitted to the World Court 
B 7 to B. and to the notwithstanding the world has 
m r hat is “strict forecl osure’ ? was its purpose at common | 2° reached the point where i 
hat is one would consent to mandatory en- 
a ' ay we ___ | forcement of all the court’s de- 
On January 1, 1986, Green , o Jones and Brown Of | cisions, according to Congress- 
eal estate, with d in the deed that the grante€/man Charles M. LaFollette, of 
llect the re hem to the education and sup- | Indiana. 
Green ohemes , id, on the son’s arrival} (Compulsory jurisdiction in the 
¢ id yat the age of twenty-one years he real estate to him.|court would serve three import- 
August 1, 1940, Jones 8 died inte t ig two adult sons./ant steps toward the establish- 
J 15, 1944, Br died int te vived by two chil-|ment of permanent peace 
and John, age 14. Green's son became Of | which, Mr. LaFollette holds, can 
a2 1944 a and now wants a deed which v be gained only when the world 
) the r state. H uld you advise |accepts the moral law and the 
C m juridicial order as the basis for 
L pente As ployed by B, a a engaged in |international co-operation. 
1¢ h t v to | orkme report What Court Could Do 
zB the scene of First great purpose to be ser- 
er A was thus|ved by compulsory jurisdictio 
» the ne operation of | the Indiana Re presente ative be- 
ated by C, which collided with | lieves, would be to force the de- 
eé riding. May A. recover from B. | velopm nternati 1aw 
rC This d re t th ex- 
iz posure in the irt’s decisions of 
e constru , the present inadequacies of that 
: struct k law. 
is a S \’s Second purpose would be to 
y 200 vard: reduce tl d rer of world con- 
sny. B., a carp flict comm by nations 
‘ f the j el] ot S able 
1 by B. ag A > dé and dishonora 
“suppo f behind 
SSt by. wl M t 
the buildi: d es ; 
yn Black e bd S mask a 
) the cesspool « 1 ired. In an - |One o1 e de 
C. again A C ge d yuld be | Pé ‘ 
supDD + | pe upset 
lient was , ntenced. You de- | “Would Rally Opinion 
review the 1d, pending determination by| 1 the third place, compulsory 
pell Ce .dmitted bail, | Submissio dispute to the 
the pro n yurt v be ¢ effective 
B. x y ’ rde ore ay » OF 1 € f world 
A B, the iry recomm for lif v ; etlon 
‘ 1ecessarv to A agains he five great power 
B Ww e pl id the procedure by which 
¥ S eff eedine an abuse hen in be sub- 
U € lat r S m as ndict- | Jé to : deterrent ther 
+ be mz lea *ful or forceful, Congress- 
it is a motion in me LaFolle id. 
Ss Ww e it friends spe sun tnese 0 i ire reall 
y noted afte 1 name. Su due ions, as they re- 
Mr. Jones executed his wi named | Pres ™ ave ) be, they 
s executol dd ted Smith ) make payments to | Will n e afraid to submit their 
nds pursua st heretofore made ) : hand- | actions to the decisions of an in- 
’ and » tu e residu f t “to Mrs. | te?! atlo co sO that they 
Military ™ ied. Is e will so, how — cls “y cated the eyes of 
| By [nfl D2 ‘ bs a wife. W.. “Surely there is no method by 
7 ase which the cause of peace can be 
an Bar f a going | better advanced than by calling 
mae ' ~~ linto being the public opinion of 
: ie nd C , irectors of X the people of good will of this 
Bold Company iluable tracts world which is, and shall re- 
was di y c] ion of the Governor for; ™@in foreve r after, one world- 
-payment of state taxes. Some time thereafter, when an | than the MARE SERS decision of 
ra > offer was receive and B desired to sell the 1 _ | —— hold . 
:C. refused to approve, and so also did B's wife. What would|' ne ae Seegenaln, 
1 ise A. and B. to 9 ty. and ability. 
iContinusé cm page 7, cel. 4 Legislative News 
LAW 
VALUATION SPECIALISTS Governor Edge has signed the 
follewi bills: 
Realty A-309 Ch ap. 232 P.L. 1945 Apr. 25 
, ‘ Changes the municipal tax 
Personalty sale law to conform with the 
# 1944 act fixing the accrual 
Machinery date of tax liens on Jan. 1. 
A-330 Sca Chap. 233 P.L. 1945 
d GENERAL AP PRAISAL CO Apr. 25. Gives powers of attor- 
q _ ney by merchant marines the 
190 Broad Street Newark 2, New Jersey | Same effect as those by mem- 
MArket 2-1699 bers of the armed services. 
( | A-333 Chap. 234 P.L. 1945 Apr. 25. 
—— ——— a smear | Permits affidavits and ac- 
re | knowledgments by merchant 
seamen to be taken in the 
HL P Same manner as those taken 
AW RINTERS by members of the armed ser- 
vices. 
Specialists A-141 Scs Chap. 242 P.L. 1945 
CASES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL Apr. 25. Makes persons making 
immoral assault upon any 
wl ARTHUR W CROSS INC child under 16 years of age, 
nm : . 9 > with or without consent, guil- 
New Jersey Division of jj ty of a misdemeanor. 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. S-189 Sa Chap. 250 P.L. 1945 Apr. 
weg” 71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. st. Permits advisory masters 
y ane Bs to commission masters in 
igan of Te:erHonr MARKET Saes chancery to take testimony of 
— -| “witnesses out of the State. 
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justly have suctr-regard, in con- 
struing a substantially similar 
statute, are in full accord with 
the reasoning, if not the hold- 
ing, of our Court of Chancery in 
the case of Murphy v. McKeon, 
supra. (See not only the deci- 
sions there cited, but Wisden v. 
Wisden, 2 Sm. G. 396, and the 
more recent case of Re Stans- 
field, L. R. 15, Chancery Div. 84.) 
Again, “Although it is univers- 
admitted that the statutes 
the protection of lapses are 
subject to defeat by proof of a 
contrary intent, the intent must 
be clearly proved, and all doubts 
are to be resolved in favor of the 
— of the statute.” 92 A. 


t 
u 


ally 
for 


L. R. 848, n. and cases cited. In 
view pr the fact that the well- 
reasoned opinion in Murphy v. 


McKeon, delivered by a jurist of 
such eminence as the late 
Chancellor McGill, has stood ’un- 
questioned in this state for a 
full half century, its conclusion 
would seem to approach closely 





to the authority of a binding de- 
ision. In any event, its principle 
{has been so long accepted by the 


|profession as governing proper- 
|ty rights throughout this state, 
that versal now would be 
m unsettling to our citizens. 
Clapp, Wills, Sec. 113, p. 183. 
The authorities which 
with devises to a as 
tinguished from those 
d beneficiary, would 
napplicable, as there 
ial reason for holding the 
ute not apply thereto. Tren- 
ton Trust Co. v. Sibbitts, 62 N. J. 
E. 131; Security Trust Co. v. Lov- 
ett, 78 N. J. se 445 Nor does the 
fact that te lade specific 
to Potter’ s chil- 
situation within 
prov where it 
apply.” such be- 
stat “other- 


lts re 


st 


dea] 
dis- 
a 
seem 
spec- 
Stat- 


class, 





to 
name 


lS a 


to 





ais. 


pequests 
dren bring the 
ithe statutory 

not 
te 


iso 
By 
rix has not 


“Snail 





wise directed in regard to the 
children or descendants of such 


devisee legatee” within the 
meaning of the statute. Ryder v. 
Myers, 113 N. J. E. 360-367. 

Since on both reason and au- 
thority the statute applies to the 
situation here, where the bene- 
ficiary pre-deceased not only the 
testatrix but making of the 
Will, the distribution of both the 
specific and residuary legacies, 
made by testatrix “to my sister 
Mary W. Potter,” will go to her 
descendants as if Mary W. Pot- 
ter had died intestate. 


or 


the 








President’s Action Restores 
All Rights Of Ex-Army 
Officer 


Washington (CCNS) On 
recommendation of the War De- 
partment, President Truman has 
issued a pardon restoring full 
rights to Sidney Shapiro of 
Bridgeport, Conn., an Army 
lieutenant who was court mar- 
tialed and deprived of his com- 
mission early in 1944. Shapiro 
had sought unsuccessfully to 
obtain a civil court review of the 
case. 

Lt. Shapiro had been compell- 
ed to stand trial within 80 min- 
utes after charges were served 
on him, and the two officers as- 
signed to him as counsel had no 
legal experience. He was 
charged with effecting “delay in 
the orderly progress” of another 
court martial in which he had 
been assigned to defend the ac- 
cused. In that case there was a 
question of identification and 
Shapiro substituted another 
soldier for the accused to show 
that the prosecuting witness 
could not identify him. 










































































No Overstatement Here 


New York (CCNS)—When it 


comes to stating what the law 
is, Assistant U. S. Attorney Gen- 
eral Samuel O. Clark, Jr., is a 
cautious man. 

Explaining that the govern- 
ment had lost in the Tax Court 
and in two different Circuit 


Courts in its contention that the 
cost of buying and maintaining 
uniforms required in one’s em- 
ployment is not a tax deduction, 
Mr. Clark remarked: 

“It would be correct to say 
that these decisions are the law 
of the land at this moment.” 
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Wills.” 


First CAMDEN 


NATIONAL BANK & TRusT Co. 
Camden | 


GIVES THIS ADVICE 


To Customers Inquiring 


ABOUT WILLS: | 


“Leave it to your attorney—a legal spec- 
falist—to see that your Will is in proper 
legal form. Regard his fee as ‘insurance’ 
on its legality. Let him see that your 
Will is properly drawn, properly signed, ‘ 
properly witnessed. We do not draw 
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SURROGATE’S NOTICE 





April 13, 1945 

Fstate of ANNA B, SCHULDT, dece rec) 
Pursuant to the order of GEORGE H 
RECKER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
‘ tion of the 





this day 

undersigned 1 deceased, 

notice is ereditors of 
ut 


said deceased, to exhibit to the § 

under oath or affirmation, their cla 

demands against the estate of said deceased, 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Proctor 

11 Commerce Street 

Newark 2 .. d 

LJ Apr. 19, 26, May 3, 10, 17 
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SURROGATE’S NOTICE 


April 6, 1945 
GLEASON,. deceased. 
GEORGE H. 
unty of Essex, 
Pe 
















Administrator of said « 
y given to the credi 
to exhibit to the subscriber 
affirmation, their claims and 
st the estate of said deceased, 
mths from this date, or they 
ll be forever barred from prosecuting oF 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
MAURICE F. GRONER 
JOSEPH E. WORTHINGTON, JR., Proctor 
9 Clinton Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J Apr. 12, 19, 26, May 3, 10 
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review is thereafter main- 
tainable in this court solely 
upon the ground that the cause 


not 






was not well decided in that 
some other relief might have 
been granted. N 


dismissed. 
TENANTS IN COMMON — REAL 
PROPERTY — In the absence 


of an ouster of a fellow ten- 
ant, a tenant in common is 
not chargeable for the rental 


value of the premises occupied 
by him. 


Dige 





ra 
- 
2 








the sole question is whether the | 
defendants are to be charged| 
itl le oO he 
re S E he 011] 
The p f enan S om- 
I d prem- 
1 
4( I t 1 
Gg ne 
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é inless there has 
them of their 
f mmo! 
Tl efore de- 


nas peen 


does not 


penas on whnetner tnere 


The evidence 














S 1 The defendants were 
liv premises with their 
mother a time of her death 
and continued to do so. Com- 
plainant Charles Yager had 
been asked to leave, but this was 
di g his mother’s lifetime and 
has no legal effect on the pres- 
ent situation. This com ina 
continued to live on the S- 
S but ma ie no attempt to join 
| defendants in their occupancy. 
There jt been such an ous- 
ter as uld entitle him oO 
he defend Ss with the 
ie of the premises. It 
that the parties are 
ble with the sums col- 
ected by them as rent fora gar- 
nd " another property. 


fearing sense to an action under the The ur is impressed with the 
ergency Price Control Act | logic and reasonin g of th ted 
3 :the amount of the over- i 
sree has been repaid prior Juc sed and - 
emmencement of the suit. d b 
an a € cre- 
1 April 2 
a : Court. Be 
be pellan CHANCERY PRACTICE — Pro- 
™ He z T ceedings to review a final de- | 
S L. R cree may be initiated by peti- | 
r tion. 
ime —Motion to strike petition is in 
nan Le nature of general demurrer. 
5 dlord I —Bill of review lies for (1) error 
C Al in law apparent on face of 
- ti decree, fraud in procure- | 
A ment of decree, (3) accident or 
i mistake, (4) newly discovered 
: evidence. 
ar Propos T dé ; a ene : 
—Bill or petition of review is not 
: maintainable solely on the 
es tO p . ground some other relief might 
oe have been granted. 
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yrmer su How- 
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further examination of matters 
uC (2) fraud in the pro- 
APPRAISALS irement of the decree; (3) ac- 
de or mistake (4) newly 
Erery Court and Judicial liscovered evidence 
Tribunal, as well as in The p t petition does not 
Inheritance Matters, our bear upon any of these grounds 
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articular which was 
J —_— ; t “4 p y consideration 
S : both in the hearing in this court 
uuis Schlesinger Company |) 2nd on the appeal. : 
sex Bldg., Newark 2, N. J. || ume sgnes —— 
I on appeal sustained 
, MArket 2-6500 |the propriety of a final decree of 
v this court, a bill or petition of 
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| For 


} entz; 


Decree accordingly 


MUNICIPAL 


LAW Where 
nuisance is constructed by 
landowner at direction and 
under supervision of munici- 
pal authorities, municipality is 
author thereof and liable to 
persons injured thereby. 

—Held construction of drain so 
as create 10 to 11%2 drop be- 
low gutter line is active 
wrongdoing. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Heher, J., rendered April 19, 
1945. N. J. Court of Errors and 
Appeals. Lovett v. Keyport. For 
appellant: Snyder, Roberts & 
Pillsbury; John M. Pillsbury and 
Harvey G. Hartman of counsel. 
respondent: David T. Wil- 

heodore D. Parsons of 


counsel. 

Defendant municipality ap- 
peals from a judgment entered 
against The action is in tort 
and was brought by plaintff for 
injuries sustained in falling at 
a drain. Defendant agrees that 
there no proof of active 
wrongdoing imputable to it, but 


it 


was 


|rather that the injury was due 





to tortious acts of others. 

The drain in question ran 
from the westerly curb of At- 
lantic Ave. under the sidewalk 
at right angles to the street. The 
drain, a 12 inch pipe had been 
there for a long time and was 
under defendant’s control. In 
1929 an ordinance was passed 
requiring contiguous land own- 
ers to build curbs and sidewalks 
pursuant to a grade line estab-| 
lished by the borough engineers. 
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33. Plaintiffiaan automobile accident case was called to the wit- 
ness stand by his own attorney and asked how much cost 
] oO repair the damage done to his car in the accident. 
There was objection. Should the witness be allowed to answer? 


him ft 
aiiili LU 


34. Rightly or wrongly, the judge who was presiding at trial 
mentioned in the previous action, overruled the objection 





nswered that he did not remember. His 


by the curb. 
: 


Plain 














ed the plaintiff an ent 


y+ yur 
iui y 


on a stub in plaintiff's per- 


1al1 checkbook and asked if this entry refreshed his mem- 
There was objection. Should the witness be allowed to 
swer? 

35. Ri rv y, the judge presiding at the trial mentioned 
he preceding question overruled the objection last men- 
gd. P iff answered that, although he made le entry 

n the stub, his memory of the cost of repairs was not refresh- 
ed thereby. If you were plaintiff’s attorney and found yourself 
this situation, what would you do? 

36 he ure and purpose of a writ of certiorari and by 

iy the w be allowed? 

7. & sued Jones for personal injuries resulting from alleged 

legligent operation of a motor vehicle by Jones. Smith en- 
orsed a demand for affidavit of merits on the complaint 
More than 20 days after service of process, when Jones had 
ed no affidavit of merits or answer, Smith’s attorney filed 

in affida proof of plaintiff’s cause of action and in sup- 
port of $5,000 damages, and demanded of the clerk that judg- 
$5,000 and costs be entered. Criticize the proceedings. 

6. iff’s attorney has itemized in his complaint. paragraph 

by paragré } ets on which he relies. Defendant’s attor- 

y, know that defendant has frequently admitted, 
and cann y any possibility disprove, many of the facts, 
files an a r denying all allegations of the complaint. Can 
defendant's attorney be justly criticized for filing such an 


iled a bill 
land in Mercer 


ants B. and C., 


and Somerset 


required? 


What is meant by (1) Decree 


dents of Baltimore, Maryland. 
en to bring the defendants into court? What publication is 


wer? What should plaintiff’s attorney do? 
in chancery praying foreclosure of mortgage on 


counties and naming as defend- 


both of whom, when last heard of, were resi- 


What proceedings must be tak- 


Pro Confesso, (2) Judgment In- 


terlocutory, and (3) Decree Nisi? 





The curbing was constructed by 
the individual owners in accord- 
ance with the grade prescribed 
The grade prescribed called for 
a gutter of 8 inch depth with a 
drop to an 18 inch depth where 
the pipe emerged and was circled 
A concrete apron 
then built extending 2 feet 
from the point where the pipe 
emerged. By laying the grade in 
this fashion, the defendant 
created the danger inherent in 
the particular construction. 


was 


Later on in 1938 defendant 
raised the street level to grade. 


The laying of the road surface 
increased the pitch of the gutter 
another 1 inches beyond the 
10 inch drop already there. 
Thus on all the proofs, there 
was evidence tending to show 
plaintiff’s injuries were the 
proximate result of a _ public 
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estat f MARIA HARDING FARR, de 
ler of GERORGH H 
County Essex 
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1 Exchange Plac 
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Character 
Reports 


One of our most important serv- 
ices is thorough investigations 
into character. Such reports have 













































nuisance created by defendant a vital bearing on admission of 
borough: such as is classable as new business personnel and ad- 
active wrongdoing within the mission of persons permanently 

to the inner circle of families. 


purview of the law. The munici- 
pality was author of the nuis- 
ance because it was constructed 
under its direction and super- 
vision. 
Affirmed. 


7”> 
iGé, 


BISHOP'S SER 


76 Beaver St., N. ¥. Digby 4-6670 








EXPERT LAW PRINTERS 
We are ready to RUSH your BRIEFS 


Send or mail copy to New York office 
or call for messenger 


Tue fourt Press... 


130 CEDAR STREET, NEW YORK 
REctor 2-2544 
































Prompt, efficient service, free 
from needless technicality. 
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COURT NOTES 


ESSEX COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 








SCHEDULE FOR MAY, 1945 
Civil Criminal Actions at Law 
Week of May 7 Judge Naughright Judges Hartshorne and Flannagan Judge Brennan 
- si %y 14 Judge Flannagan Judges Naughright and Hart Judge Brennan | 
~ os 21 Judge Hartshorne Judges Flannagan and Naughri Judge Brennan 
35 ws 28 Judge Naughright Judges Hartsh —_ Flannagan Judge Brennan 
The Civil Part Schedule is as follows: 
Mondays—Miscellaneous motions and appeals. Wedr lesdays —Sentences 
Tuesdays—Orphans Court. Thu irsday Special Sessions Trials. 


Motions addressed to actions at law are heard on Fridays b 





yJ sin Brenna 


HUDSON COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
SCHEDULE FOR FRIDAYS 


APRIL TERM 1945 


JUDGES DUFFY, ROBERSON & ZIEGENER 





DATE Judge Duffy Judge Roberson Judge Ziegener 

May 4 #£=Orphans Court Arraignments and Sentences Motions and Miscellaneous 
- Motions and Miscellaneous Orphans Court Arraignments and Sentences 
a Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences Orphans Court 

”" 25 =Orphans Court Motions and Mis oy wren Arra ignments and Sentences 
June 1 Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences Orphans Court 

“ 8 Motions and Miscellaneous Orphans Co pseaieienent nd Sentences 
” 15 Orphans Court Arraignments and Sentences Motions and ‘Sauiienanie 

- = Motions and Miscellaneous Orphans Court Arraignments and Sentences 
” 29 Motions and Miscellaneous Arraignments and Sentences Orphans Court 

JOSEPH E. KELLY JAMES J. WALKER FRANK H. PRIME 
Clerk Clerk Clerk 
ATLANTIC COUNTY Common Pleas MERCER COUNTY 


Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. Albert E. Burling 

Jury Trials in progress. 

Motions—Every Friday at 10:30 

A. M. at Circuit Court Room. 

BERGEN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden 


High No. reached in call—363. 
Common Pleas 
Not sitting for civil cases. 
BURLINGTON COUNTY 


Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Edward Eastwood 
Trials commence May 14th. 
Motions—Every Friday at 10:00 
A. M. at Court House Annex 
Camden. 
Common Pleas 
Hon. Charles A. Rigg 
Motions Every Thursday 
10:00 A. M. 


at 


CAMDEN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Samuel M. Shay 
High number reached: 
Supreme, 114. 


Circuit, 29. 
Motions every Friday. 
Common Pleas 


Hon. Bartholomew A. Sheehan 
High number reached: 17. 
Motions every Friday 


CAPE MAY COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Albert E. Burling 
Motions—Every Friday at 10:30 
A. M. at Circuit Court 
Guarantee Trust Bldg., 
tic City. 


Atlan- 








LICENSED 


L. E. Fuller 


Investigator 
184 Broadway, Long Branch, N. J. 


Private Industrial Criminal 
Office Residence 


L. B. 2605-J Rumson 592 


BONDBDD 











LICENSED ELizabeth 2-3359 , 
BONDED 2-464 


Hanus Detective Agency 
Suite 691-602 
1143 East Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
CHARLES HANUS, Principe! 











OMPLETE QUALITY CORPORATION ¢ 


Room, | 


Hig 


A. 
Cz 


Ww 
D 


| Hon. 


Higt 
Ww 


Higt 
Ww 





Ww 
De 


Hon. 
High number reac! 
Ww 
De 


Hon. 
Trial 
Motions 


Hon. 


f . 
Motions 


Hon. 
|High number reached 


aily call: 
Motions 


De 
Motions- 


Daily call: 


Hon. French B. Loveland 
Motions—Every Wednesday 
Cape May Court Hot 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 


ESSEX COUNTY 


Assignment Judge 
Hon. 
Acting Assignment Commissioner 
John F. O’Brien 


William A. Smith 


Supreme and Circuit 
h number reached— 
eekly call: 1188 
1ily call: 1186 

Common Pleas 

Daniel J. Brennan 
red 

424 
379 


eekly call 
1ily call 


GLOUCESTER COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Howard Eastwood 
June 4th 
Friday at 
House 


ls commence 

Every 
M. at Court 

umden. 


10 
Ann 


Common Pleas 
Elmer B. Woods 
Every Thursday 


HUDSON COUNTY 
Supreme Court 
Henry E. Ackerson 


eekly call: 255. 
230 
Every Friday 
Circuit Court 
Thomas Brown 

1 number reached 
eekly call: 106 
r1ily call: 106 
Every Friday 
Common Pleas 
n number reached 
eekly call: 410. 
383. 


OUTFITS 


Hon. Howard Eastwood 

Trials commenced April 30th 

Motions—Every Fri day 10 A. M 
at Camden Court House Annex 

Common Pleas 

Hon. Solve Tuso 

Motions—Every Friday, 10 A. M 
at Court House, Bridgeton 


00 


ex, 





Minute Book, Stock Certificates, Stock Transfer 
Ledger, Corporate Sea!—Durable Box 


As above with Printed N. J. Minutes 


We pay postage 
Prices Subject to Change Without Notice 


$8.00 
$9.00 








305 Broadway 


CONTINENTAL STATIONERY CO., Inc. 


Founded 1910 
PRINTERS — ENGRAVERS — LITHOGRAPHERS 
COrtlandt 7-5744 


New York 7 











Supreme and Circuit 


Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant 
|Not sitting 

| Motio May 14 at Trenton. 
Common Pleas 

| Hon. Charles P. Hutchinson 
Motions—Every Friday 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY 
| Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant 
|High number reached—120. 
Motion May 14 at Trentor 
Common Pleas 


S 


|Hon. Adrian Lyon 
Not sitting 
Motions—Every Friday 


MONMOUTH COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. Robert V. Kinkead 
High number reached— 
Weekly call: 237A. 
Daily call: 141. 
Motion day—Friday, May 
Common Pleas 
Hon. J. Edward Knight 
High number reached 
Weekly call: 507. 
Daily call: 493. 


4. 


MORRIS COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
Hon. J. Wallace Leyden 
Trials concluded for the term. 
Trials will resumed June 11th. 
Common Pleas 
Albert H. Holland 
Ist & 3rd Frid 


idays 
each month. 


be 


Hon. 


M of 


LIONS 


OCEAN COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
William A. Smith 
ided for the 





Hon. 
| Trials conch term. 
PASSAIC COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
| Hon. Robert H. Davidson 
High No. reached—307. 
Common Pleas 
Joseph A. Delaney 
number reached—87 


| Hon. 
| High 
| 2 - 
SALEM COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
| Hon. Howard Eastwood 
Trials commence June 25th. 
Motions—Every Friday at 10:00 
A. M. at Court House Annex, 
| Camden. 
| Common Pleas 
S. Rusling Leap 
Trials commence May 7 


| Hon. 


| 


th. 


SUSSEX COUNTY 
Supreme and Circuit 
|Hon. Robert H. Davidson 
Trials concluded. 
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First Fine Levied By New 
Judge Jars District Atty. 
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t f MAE ARS 
Kansas City, Mo. (CCNS) — It | BECKER. Surrog 
was Federal Judge Albert A. ~ 
Ridge’s first day on the bench. - LXVIII—Ne 
It was the first case to come be- — 
fore him. And he made it a 
memorable one by administering - t 
such a whack, judicially speak- ‘ ie ; : es Ss 
ing, that even the District At- St 
ywrney suggested he might have : , Rule 23 Cow 
been a little more lenient ‘ Jersey deci: 
The case was one in whic « (by the offi 
local company, working on war and numbers 
yrders, had been charged with ms may then 
ylating “ child labor laws 5 im eo 
n “air pe ge mtent “ f 
A ee EE See ts given effec 
‘counts of employing boys under 
18 ir basaedons luties wary to | 
Judge Ridge im; ey. 
$50 for each < 1s— PROPEF 
and $750 for 7 , “gift to a 
junts, a tot ,body of pe 
Afters ards number at | 
1ey Earl A. Grimes oined r but to be 
ith defense counsel in remark- future, wl 
ing that the -— s seemed a little definite pl 
eep to be levied in misde- re of each 
meanor cas Jud Ridge pupon the wl 
agreed reduced the total to , gift to a 
$2,500 rr the ter 
ee AR ETL EE) ; a wr life estat 
CONFUCIUS SPEAKS AGAIN »of the cla 
& , nz at the 
Wic 1. Kan (CCNS) In : prior life e 
is imn “Fireside Chats” in| : 
> l of the Kansas State | om 
¢ y tior Jud e Gr over | , " 
i nt reports receipt of a Via 
pe ard from a law r who sev- : , Pate -_ 
eral years ago lost case in| 3 oe 
Judge Pierpont’s court but later | Be W. 
got a reversal he Supreme wexoe, © 
Ci ae | Edith 
’ that | . : i Mor 
bi udge study | i105, STF : tL. 1 
m ep | ich. | - Fran! 
Thanks for he Supreme Court.” | — For d 
Por 
Motion Day Change CLASSIFIED — 
RATE. Thirt ge 
Hereafter, Justice Bodine will PHONE MI 2 niigh be 7 ‘of F 
hear Motions at the opening of, a 5. 
the terms in Bergen, Morris and | NEW JERSEY LAW JOURK a a 
Somerset Counties, and by ap-| BR d Gc 
pointment on other occasions at . 
Newark or Trenton sf FOR RENT santa 
Such appointments may arr — “i re 
made at Trenton by either a senate : pa ds 
yr telephone. | STTORNES SHARE i wit 
ARA M. GAY ; i. . | — esta 
ment te & RGD H FOR SALE oy A 
} ; sed \ tEPO! I F der ic 
‘ bers | d 110 to 
for on ting | FOR SALE: LAW RI if a 
" SHERWOOD B. GAY | porter 1 93 ind Dig ry fre 
ROBERT CAREY, JR |} ALR to 27 t re ved 
AREY & ANB. Provtors ip Ridg 4 r 1 
py, "Ss I he ¢ 
a | OFFICE SPACE WANTED ear the 
var y var , | VATI FFICD WA of 
UNION COUNTY s. X ife. ] 
Supreme and Circuit . —_ d bi 
Hon. Frank L. Cleary SERVICES FOR LAWYER sue. 
Motions—Every Friday. | RALPH MASINTER, FORMI ls W: 
High number reached eaten es ee te tae othe 
Weekly call: 250 PA : ra2 =. : 4 1e D 
Common Pleas roadway, New York 18 shar 
Hon. Edward A. McGrath : aavallha aos 1efici 
Motions—Every Friday. | RESEARCH LAWYER rustee. a 
| High number reached— nr Be BA on redeceased 
Weekly call 146. e e Dt 
——— MEXICAN ACTIONS i, 
WARREN COUNTY AND LAWS Tick diec 
Supreme and Circuit Spectaliela ns . 
> oher Davidson a alee — as 
Trai yen brah on the open-|| Offices in Mexico Over Ny ees 
ing of the April Term, Tues-|] 9. w E. DEAN FULL! _. 
24 W. 40th, N.Y.C. Penn. > 
day, April 24th 
S pl 
aw 
TITLE INSURANCE foe 
id for thi 
cial 
Db E offer the service of a sound NEW JERSEY “oh ee 
company engaged exclusively in the examina- i ; 
tion and insurance of titles to real estate in — oo 
New Jersey. “ath of - 
iS ~ 





7 NELSON PLACE Opp. Essex County 
Mitchell 2-7875 





LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1927—Serving New Jersey 


Hall of Records NEWARK, N. J. 
Rates on Request 








ceased issu 













